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2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Publication #2001/0016114 to Van Gestel et al in view of US Patent 
#5,930,450 to Fuiita . 

I. Preface : 

The examiner notes that lines 21 and 22 of claim 1 indicate that the physical 
addresses of the auxiliary blocks are "within or near" the range of physical 
addresses used to store the real-time data stream. The examiner maintains that 
the alternative expression "orneai" is a relative expression that, given its normal 
meaning, broadly encompasses data stored at physical addresses on the same 
disk; i.e., the physical addresses of a given disk are always, i.e., in a relative 
sense, "near" each other. 



II. The showing of Van Gestel et al. : 

As shown in Figure 10, Van Gestel et a I discloses a device for recording real- 
time information that comprises: 

a) A recording means (e.g., @1 1 7); 

b) A controi means (@ 125) which includes: 

1 ) Addressing means (@ 1 37); and 

2) Aiiocation means (e.g., the memory that holds the addressed 
"map" (i.e. not shown in the Figure)) 

[Note paragraph 0065] 
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III. Differences: 

Claim 1 differs from tlie sliowing of Van Gestel et al only in tliat Van Gestel et al 
does not describe ttie recited "auxiliary data means". 



IV. Obviousness: 

Fujita has been cited because, as illustrated via Figure 4, it evidences that it was 
l<nown in the video recording art for auxiliary "program related" information (e.g., 
@ 26, 27, 70, and 73) to have been generated (i.e., by an "auxiliary data 
means") and recorded on the recording medium at physical address locations 
which lie outside the range of addresses allocated to the real-time video stream 
(e.g., @ 72), but are located "near" thereto [See Figure 4]; i.e. wherein the 
"auxiliary information" in Fujita corresponds to management information that is 
generated by the "auxiliary data means" of the recorder and recorded, with the 
video data, on the recording medium. 

As evidenced by the showing of Fujita , the examiner maintains that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have "modified" the recording 
circuitry shown in Figure 10 of Van Gestel et a I with "auxiliary data means" for 
generating "system data" to be recorded on an physical area of the recording 
medium adjacent/"near" the physical area used to record the video information; 
e.g., the system information representing that which is conventionally required by 
a recorder/player to locate and reproduce streams of information corresponding 
to user selected titles. 



3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Publication #2001/0016114 to Van Gestel et al in view of US Patent 
#5,930,450 to Fuiita for the same reasons that were set forth above for claim 1 . 



4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Publication #2001/0016114 to Van Gestel et al in view of US Patent 
#5,930,450 to Fuiita for the same reasons that were set forth above for claim 1 . 
Additionally: 

The examiner tal<es Official notice that it was notoriously well l<nown in the recording art 
to have used the address "allocation means" to allocate logical and physical addresses 
so as to avoid bad blocl<s [e.g., note lines 15-29 on page 1 of the instant specification]. 



5. Claims 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent Publication #2001/0016114 to Van Gestel et al in view of US Patent 
#5,930,450 to Fuiita for the same reasons that were set forth above for claim 1 . 
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6. US Patent #5,715,418 to Atsatt et al . has been cited because it describes 
details of a conventional logical/physical address space allocation circuitry [e.g., 
note lines 23-34 of column 5] 



7. Claims 2-7, 10, 12, and 14 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to DAVID E. HARVEY whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-7345. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 
6:00AM to 3PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ms. Marsha D. Banks-Harold, can be reached on (571) 272- 
7905. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/DAVID E HARVEY/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
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Art Unit 2621 



